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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 
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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 



1 . Applicants arguments, filed 4/1 7/2006, with respect to claims have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 5-6, 22-28, 30 & 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moura, (U.S. Pat # 5,347,304), in view of Flickinger, (U.S. Pat # 5,901,340), Adams, (U.S. 
Pat # 6,124,878) and Jeffery, (U.S. Pat # 6,567,981). 



Considering claim 5, the claimed local RF receiver and baseband out intelligent device 
system for transmitting digital information onto an RF carrier through a wideband distribution 
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network, comprising 'at least one addressable device' is met by the RLA of Moura, see Fig. 1-3 
& col. 4, lines 38-55. Moura does not explicitly show a BUD, however the cable in unit of 
Flickinger, (Fig. 1-2) reads on the claimed subject matter. It would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art the time the invention was made, to modify Moura with the feature of a 
BUD, at least for the desirable benefit of an additional layer of processing in a home system as 
taught by Flickinger, col. 2, lines 18-46; col. 3, lines 20-60. 

As for claimed feature of splitting the digital signal into an IP and non-IP portion, even 
though Moura suggest that IP data is sent of CATV line, the reference does not explicitly discus 
the splitting. Nevertheless, Adams, which is in the same field of endeavor discus splitting a 
signal to a non-IP and IP signal, Fig. 1; Fig. 4; col. 6, lines 1-61. It would have been obvious for 
one of ordinary skill in the art the time the invention was made, to modify Moura with the 
feature of splitting signal to IP and non-IP, as taught by Adams, at least in order to meet the 
needs of the connected end units. 

As for the 'demodulator that receives that modulated RF digital sign from the BUD', 
Moura does not discuss demodulating the signal. However Jeffrey, teaches demodulating a 
variety of signals, Fig. 1). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art the time 
the invention was made, to modify Moura with the demodulating technique, as taught by Jeffery, 
at least in order to more efficiently utilize the RF system,. The claimed 'combiner' for creating 
the high speed digital transmission is met by the Dinwiddie col. 5, lines 18-35. 
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The claimed RF splitter is met by the server/router 6 in Jeffery, Fig. 1 . The claimed 'at 
least two band pass filters' is disclosed in Flickinger, Fig. 2-6 

Considering claim 6, the claimed bandpass filters, correspond with subject matter 
mentioned above in the rejection of claim 5, and are likewise treated. 

Considering claims 22-23, the claimed intelligent device system, include elements that 
correspond with subject matter mentioned above in the rejection of claim 5,and are likewise 
analyzed. As for the claimed channel detector that receives traffic data is met by Moura 

Regarding claim 23-25, 28 & 30-31, the instant claim additionally recites a wireless, 
intelligent device, see Jeffrey, Fig. 2; col. 2, lines 40-60; col. 12, lines 31-65. 

Considering claims 26-27, the claimed wireless demodulator is necessarily included in 

Jeffery. 



Conclusion 



4. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 



disclosure. 



A) 



Edson 



B) 



Maruo 
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Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 

or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300, (for formal communications intended for entry) 
Or: 

(571) 273-7290 (for informal or draft communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Reuben M. Brown whose telephone number is (571) 272-7290. The examiner can normally 
be reached on M-F (9:00-6:00), First Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Christopher Kelley can be reached on (571) 272-7331. The fax phone numbers for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300 for regular communications and After 
Final communications. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Reuben M. Brown 




